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FREE  TRADE  AS  IN   ENGLAND. 


I 


Now  that  wc  are  told  that  "free 
trade  such  n»  it  is  in  England"  is 
the  goal  at  which  the  Liberal  party 
la  aimiu);  and  towards  which  it  will, 
nspire,  it  is  of  the  greatest  Import- 
ance to  the  people  of  Canada  that 
they  should  make  thonagolves  ac- 
qualnte<l  v»ith  the  system  and  Inci- 
dence of  taxation  in  the  United  King- 
dom, 

TAXATION  IN.  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM. 

The  net  receipts  of  the  United  Klnjj- 
loni  from  t:;txatk>n  In  1804-5  were  as 
follows:— 

Cnstom* £20.115.000    197,693.000 

1-Tcl«e 20.050.000      120,770.007 

Stamps  (excluding 

..  14,440.000  70.274,607 
..  1,015,000  4,93t>.086 
. .     1.486.000         0.963,067 


fee    Riauips).. 

.'<«nri  tax 

nouzz  5iily 

Property    and   In- 

oome  tax 

Trf)oBl  tBTiulott  ac- 

coaata 


15,600,000 
7.013.542 


75.020,000 
34.133,571 


79*1  taxaUon.  .£85,468,542  |4l0,gSi0,238 


The  cnstoms  duties  on  beer  and  ale, 
wines  and  spirits  amounte<l  to  ^•^^>- 
938,815,  and  on  tobacco,  manufactured 
and  unmanufactured.  IncludinR  cigars 
and  snuff.  f!50,(J87.010.  The  other  im- 
ports subject  to  duties  .nre  tea,  $17.- 
459.800;  coffee,  raw.roastcd  or  ground, 
*.S27,4.50;  coffeo  and  chicory  mixed; 
cocoa  and  Lusits  and  shells;  cocc«.  or 
chocolate,  ground  or  in  any  way 
manufactured;  chicory,  raw,  roft8te<l 
or  ground;  dried  fruite,  $1,9.30,130.  In- 
cluding raisins,  currants,  llgs  and  (ig 
cake.  plum.s  (French)  and  pruuelloei^ 
plums  dried  or  preserved  and  prunes; 
playing  card?.;  lotlide  of  ethyl;  naph- 
tha, purified  so  as  to  be  portable; 
chloral  hydr.ate;  chloroform;  co41o- 
dian;  ether;  soap,  iransparent,  in  the 
manufacture  of  which  spirits  has! 
l)eon  used;  perfumed  spirits  and  Tarn- 
ish containing  alcohol. 

The  excise  dut'es  w^re  chiefly  deriv- 
ed from  beer  and  spirUs.  amouDtiiigi 
to  111:8.947,341.  Under  thi^?  head  there' 
also  came  $1,2(>8.710  from  (he  rail- 
ways. Erciw  also  Includes  a  num- 
ber of  petty  duties;  carriage  for  two 
horses,  $10.22  a  yerr;  for  one  horse, 
$5.11;  with^two  wheeiw,  $,'1.65:  playing 
cards,  0  <5MitB;     arraoHal     bcaringt^ 


'  X)  F 


'^ 


fS.ll  a  TMir;  If  on  oagriAffe.  110.22; 
dogs,  $1.88  a  year,  sheep  and  cattle 
dogH  fiud  blind  men's  doga  excepted; 
caiTyiU','  gun  or  ijistol.  $2.43  a  year; 
game  and  shooting;  Ucc^nae.  $14.60  a 
year;  male  sen-autg.  93.05  a  year;  re- 
tailers of  candy.  Sttl.08. 

The  receipts  from  stamps  came 
(lilclly  from  deaths,  probate,  letcaoy 
and  succesrtlou  duties,  in  all  $42,412.- 
718:  otlier  Btamps  oh  cljeques.  bills  of 
exchange  and  promissory  notesv  In- 
snrance  policies,  dood»  and  rec-eipts 
fior  payment,  anutunting  to  |28.r«78,- 
244.  The  items  land  tax,  hoii^e  duty. 
property  and  income  tax  speak  for 
thom.selves. 

The  lo*'al  taxation  a<»oounts  include 
additional  cuatoms  and  excise  dntfes, 
licenses  and  moii^ty  of  probate  ilnty. 

llrsidea  lbi>se  amounts  ral8e<1  by 
taxation,  there  were  the  following 
items  of  reveuue  of  the  nature  of  pay- 
ments for  services  or  rece4pts  from 
pro:i<.'rty  :— 

rr>st    office £10,700,000    f  52,3«r>..'»3 

Telegraph    service      'i.MW.OOO       12.5.'i6,000 

Crown    Innds..     ..  410,000         1,995.333 

Suez  Candl  sli.nrea 
Interest 304.995         1.922,309 

Mliwellanpous..    ..       1,883.767         9,167 .606 


Tout £10.028,762    |  7«.U0C.tMl 

Total  taxation  aa 
alwve 85,668,.->42     410,920,238 


Total  net  re- 
venue  £101,697,304    $404.1)20,879 

'THJfl  GOAL  AT  WHICH  THE  UBKHAL 
i^..^^        PARTY   AJM. 

Harlnp;  thus  contildered  tile  syntfettj 
of  taxation  in  the  United  Kingdom, 
the  different  heads  under  which  it  li» 
paid  and  the  amounts  collected  under 
each,  the  results  In  Canada,  If  the 
Liberals  were  given  ixiwer  to  carry 
out  their  iwHcy  of  approximating  to 
that  gtwl,  may  be  estimated  with  a 
close  approach  to  accuracy. 

Assuming  the  amount  to  be  raised 
by  taxation  tp  b^  $28,221,415,  the 
average  of  the  last  Ave  years,  cus- 
toiuis  and  excise  duties  on  tobacco 
and  intoxicating  liquors  would  be  call- 
ed upon  to  contribute  $14,111,000. 

Customs  duties  on  tea,  coffee,  cocoa 
and  chocolate  would  iiave  to  yield  $1.- 
282,800.    Xbis  ,was  aud  atiU  Uj»  (»v- 


onHt«  tax  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwright, 
because,  aa  we  do  not  pn>duc«  these 
articles,  the  whole  duty  must  be  paid 
by  the  coosumw,  without  any  reduc- 
tion of  price  thi-ough  dt>meatie  com- 
petition, and  wltihout  aiding  anv  Can- 
adian Indnstry.  Every  familv'm  the 
land  would  have  to  WMiH-ibiite  to 
this  ammmt.  but  not  equallv,  for  II  is 
notorious  tlint  the  largest  consumers 
of  these  beverages  are  among  the 
Ijoorer  people. 

Customs  dntles  oo  dried  fnilt,  rais- 
ins, cu-rantii.  »<tc..  would  be  called  up- 
on for  .5»41.()0<».  These  articles  are  In  . 
much  the  same  position  as  tea  and 
roffee,  and  the  tax  would  be  similarly 
oppressive. 

Among  the  oxoiso  duties  would  lie  a 
payment  by  railways  to  thi?  atwnmt 
of  ?Pt,0(JO,  which  would  assuredly  be 
collected  by  the?  companies  from  tlieir 
customers  ir.  increased  fares  and 
freiffhts. 

The  deatli  duties-probate,  legacy 
and  succession— would  .  be  expected 
tt  .>rofluce  $2,822,000.  The  widow  or 
daugliter  to  wboni  a  thoughtful  fa- 
ther had  left  a  leigacy  to  afford  aid 
he  coirid  no  Jonger  give,  wouKd  have 
to  yield  up  a  share  of  it.  Every 
farmer's  sou  «uc<'eeding  to  h-is  fa- 
tlier's  farm,  would  have  to  be^n 
his  career  by  a  considerable  iMiy- 
roent  on  iiils  acres,  probably  raided 
by  a  mortgage  on  the  farm  for  that 
purijose. 

Other  Htamp  duties  would  liave  to 
contHbute  $1,881,500  to  the  revenue. 
Kvery  Insurnnee  policy  taken  ou» 
whetlier  life  or  fire,  every  deed 
given,  every  cheque  or  promissory 
note  drawn,  every  receipt  signed 
would  require  its  stamps,  and  the 
money  for  It,  a  constant  aunoyan(e, 
especially  to  business  men,'  who 
would,  however,  whenever  possible, 
reoouy  themselves  fi<^m  their  custom- 
ers. 

Last,  but  not  least,  comtw  dlre«t 
taxation— the  house,  land,  property, 
and  income  taxes— required  to  pro- 
duce »,\92fl,500.  Every  farmer  woiUd 
have  hLs  broad  acres  lying  open  to 
the  tax  <x)llector,  evei^y  tlirifty  me- 
chantie  having,  a«  many  have,  a  lit- 
tle home  of  lils  own.  would  have  to 
pay  his  quota,  every  businei^  or 
profesiKlonal  man  would  be  subject 
to  thia  Inquiaitorial  and  most  odious 
of  all  taxes. 

There  would  remain  other  customs 
and  excl«e  duties  and  miscelianeoua 
enutU  taxefl  to  yieiajbbp  7«smi{«<|  li*- 
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Ote.«00.  A.  yeariy  Imz  t^on  7oar 
cerriaf^  upon  yoar  doK  (uuless  you 
are  a  sbesirdtd  or  cattle  di-0T*r  or 
blind  man),  upon  playing  canls,  for 
selling  candy,  for  using  a  crest  or 
urms.  for  carrying  a  gun  or  platoU 
for  cnKploylnc  a  man  eerviin.'t,  for 
abootlDz  game.  Socli  are  a  few  of 
these  multiferloos  potty  iletnaiids 
from  the  tax  coHector. 

This  is  tlie  system  of  tflTatlon 
which  Mr.  liSwrier  alms  to  «»«tnl>llsli 
In  Canada,  and  to  which  he  in- 
tends to  approximate  as  rapidly  as 
I>o8«kble.  tf  the  pec^le  give  liiiu  tlio 
opportunity. 

Put  In  tabular  form  it  would  be 
as  follows:— 


Castoms   and    excise  duties  on 
tobacco  and   lotoxlcatlng   liq- 


uors. 


.  .114,111,000 


Customs   duties   on   tea,  coffe« 
and    cocoa 1,282,800 

CnstooM  duUes  on  dried  fmlts..       141,000 

Excise  duty,  railways 94,000 

Death      dnties— probate,    legacy 
and  saoc«Mlon 


2,822,000 
1,881,500 


Stamp    duties      on      Insurance, 
cheques,  receipts,  etc 

Direct      taxation— land,    house, 

property  and  Income S,020,600 

Ulicellaueous  duties  and  taves..    1,902,000 


«28,221,400 


In  this  calculation  the  duties  on 
tobacco  and  lutoxicatiog  liquors 
have  b  .<!n  taken  as  beariug  the  same 
proportloD  to  the  total  taxation  as 
In  the  Untied  Kingdom,  but  at  pres- 
ent they  yield  only  $10,000,000.  It 
will  bardly  be  suggested  tlint  the 
consunH>tiou  should  be  Increaseil, 
and  the  duties  could  not  be  raised 
materially  without  Inducing  a  great 
amount  of  snuiggUng.  If  under 
these  cVrcumstauces  the  revenue  from 
■tbbi  source  could  not  bo  augmented 
and  bed  to  be  distributed  among  the 
ottaenk  tbe  modified  taibte  would 
stand  as  follows:—  ' 


Ovatonns  atM  ibtMss  datlM  iM  ' 

tobacco   and   latoxicatlaf   Wfl-   ,-,^--„ 
uors ♦lo.ouw.ww 

CuBtodM    dntlea    on  tt«.  coffeo 
and  oocoa 1,W6,400 

Customs  datles  on  dried  fruits..       181,000 

Kxclse  duty— railways 120,800 

Death     duties— probate,    legacy 
and  «ucce«slon 3,022,000 

Stamp    duties     on     insurance, 
cheques,  retrelpts,   otc 2,414.000 

Direct     taxation  -  land,   house 
proiHTty  aud  Income 7,fl00,!i00 

Miscellaueous  duties  and  taxes.     2,630,000 

928.221,400 

it  might  be  found  that  some  of 
these  sources  of  revenue  beloug  to 
the  Provioces  nrther  tl>an  the  Da- 
mlulou.  end  some  from  th?  dl(rerei;t 
clrcutUHtan  a  might  not  yield  so 
well  as  lu  ithe  old  country.  The  Brit- 
ish Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
when  in  a  diflSculty  puts  another 
ponniy  on  the  ittcoihe  tax:  .and  no 
<ioui>t  Sir  Hlcbord  Cartwrlght  would 
pladly,  In  a  similar  manner,  have 
rtHoursp  to  Increased  direct  taxation. 

Sometimes  when  at  a  loss  to  say 
how  they  will  ra1i»e' "  t.ht>  becesMry 
taxation,  the  CHqiosltion  suggest 
vaguely  that  they  may  rediuce  ex- 
jrendltuTc  and  so  require  less  taxes. 
Tlie  Liberal  leoKk^rs,  under  the  same 
linancl.il  autborlfy.  Were  given  a 
trial  in  the  Demloioa,  and  they  did 
not  reduce  expenditure  and  taxation. 
Their  friends  are,  or  have  beeu.  In 
power  In  every  Province  except  Brit- 
ish Goluiubia.  In  none  of  them  have 
they  decffvaed  exxiendlture  or  taxa- 
tion; in  every  one  of  them  they 
have  tnci-eased  expenditure  aud  taxa- 
tion* Nothing  better  ooukl  be  ex- 
pected from  t.h(Hu  if  they  were  In 
iljower  at  Ottawa. 

The  fact  is  the  taxation  i»  not  ex- 
cessive nor  greater  tban  is  required 
for  the  service  of  the  country  and 
Its  people.  The  taxation  In  the 
UnJtud  Kingdom  is  $9.78  a  bead,  in 
Fruuce  it  is  $11.1)2,  In  Germany 
$0.32,  In  Austria-Hungary  $0.(57, 
in  Australasia  it  Is  $12.40,  While 
in  (jnuada  It  is  only  $.").01. 
In  the  United  States  it  is 
$4.26,  but  to  this  bas  to  be  added 
the  States'  direct  taxation  to  take 
the  place  of  our  Federal  sulMldies, 
not  granted  In  tbe  neigbborlnc  re- 
public. 

The  revenue  must  be  raised,  and 
the  liiberals  propose  to  raise  it,  an 
soon  as  they  can,  la  tbe  manner 
above  shown.     ...     .  ..    '  .     ■ 
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A  JUG-HANDLED  ARRANGEMENT. 
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with  free  trade  n«  it  i«  In  England 
the  tni-iff  iflatlons  Innween  the 
Cultml  StatcH  and  (3aimdji  would  so 
f:ii"  ns  th»f  ordinary  nKi-icultural  pro- 
ductioDfi  are  (»anoerned  be  as  follows: 

1-'         ■v        ■  - 

The  Cnnadtao   TUe  U.  8. 
uuty  wiiuld     duty  would 
be.  be. 

Wheat Free.  20  per  cent. 

Barley Free.  30  per  cent. 

Barley,  malted Free.  40  per  cent. 

Rye : Free.  20  per  cent. 

Oata .....Free.  20  per  cent. 

Oorn Free.  20  per  cent. 

Floor Free.  20  per  cent. 

PoUtoea Freo  15o.  per  busli. 

Horse.4 ...  ..Pre«.  a)  pur  cent. 

Cattle..,    ...    .....Free.  20  per  cout. 

Beef...  ,. Frte.  20  per  cent. 

Pork ,.Pree.  20  per  cent. 

Cheese F-ee.  ■!€,  per  lb. 

Butter Free.  4c.  per  lb. 

Ilay Free.  ?2  per  ton. 

Apples Free.  20  per  cent. 

Fggii Free.  3c.  per  iloa. 

Poultry Free. 

Dressed  3c.  per  lb.      ^ 

How  would  our  Canadian  farniors 
liko  such  an  arrangement  as  iSils,  an 
arrangennent  by  which  our  neighbors 
acroflB  the  border  could  place  their 
farm  products  on  the  Canadian  ninr- 
kct  free,  while  the  C«uiadian  farmer 
would  have  to  pay  a  duty  or  ta.t  of 
from  20  to  40  per  cent,  for  Vac  privi- 
lege t^  placing  the  produce  of  the 
farm  on  the  irwirkets  of  the  United 
Stat*«V 

This  i«  the  policy  which  Is  being 
advocated  hv  the  Ubcral  party  to^Jay 

-FRi;E  -TUAOE  AS  IT  IS  IN  RNGI^ANP. 
Previous  vj  the  Jnitxnducti'on  cT 
the  NaUoual  I'olioy  in  1870.  tlte  tariff 
relations  between  the  two  countries 
were  somewhat  simtlar  lo  wliat  is 
shown  on  the  foregoing  table. 


Many  of  the  older  farmers  will  re- 
member how  (lisastrously  It  operated 
against  Canada.  In  1878,  petition  af- 
ter i)etltion  was  sent  to  Parliament, 
signed  by  upwards  of  100,OOU  of  tliem 
praying  to  be  relieved  from  the  ter- 
rible effects  of  that  one-sided  policy. 

In  their  petitions  tbey  said,  among 
other  things,  as  praotloal  farmers,  wo 
cannot  but  view  with  regret  our  mar- 
kets ailed  with  Auierlean  produce 
free  of  duty,  white  Canadian  farm 
produce  is  lieavily  taxed  wiien  sent 
Into  the  United  States  markets. 

Tliey  wlohed  aiurii  pro+ectloa  as 
would  secure  the  Jiome  market  for  the 
home  producer,  or  that  the  wime  rate 
of  duty  be  levied  on  all  agriouitural 
products  coming  into  the  Dominien 
from  foreign  oountries  that  is  impti«- 
ed  by  sftld  foreign  c\>untrleH  upKm  our 
prodtice. 

The  Liberate  were  in  power  in  1878, 
and  would  nay  no  attention  to  this 
protest  againet  the  jug-handled  free 
trade  that  allcrwed  the  entry  of  for- 
eigiwrs'  product  to  tompete  with 
ours,  but  couid  give  no  advantage  to 
Canadian  products  in  other  countriea 
Thl«  is  t'rto  teind  of  free  trade  MP. 
Laurier  would  restore. 

But  Ix^d  a«  the  one-sided  arrange- 
ment was  for  our  farmers  piovioti.s  to 
1878.  it  would  be  still  worse  now.  The 
Western  Htatas  have  been  producing 
more  and  ntore  from  year  to  year,  so 
that  tlie  eompotitlon  would  be  much 
keener  now  than  then. 

Even  with  a  tariff  dr.ty  as  It  is 
now,  ranging;  from  20  to  60  per  cent.,i 
there  was  impc«'t<*d  for  home  coo-, 
sumption  into  Canada  of  farfti  pro- 
ductM  to  the  amount  of  upwards  of 
$5,000.(XK)  in  1895.  depriviixs  th->  Can- 
adian faiiuer  of  his  liome  iisarliet  to 
that  .Tmount. 

^.S0'Z.2(i')  bu»shels  of  grain  cnnae  in-, 
to  i'annda  for  home  coiisumipt'on  i™ 
187?*-nenrly  18.000,000  pound.*  of 
meats.  VVliat  would  be  the  iiiipartA- 
tions  to-day  with  free  trade  in  farm 
prodnots  ns  it  was  then? 


I 


Farmers  of  Canada,  are  you  prepared  to  have  a  return  to  the  old  I 
policy,  or,  FREE  TRADE  AS  IT  IS  IN  ENGLAND.  ^.^j.;^ 
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PROTECTION  FOR  FARMERS. 
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The  following  protective  duties  by  stock    yard,    the  dftify   tati   the  o^ 

the  tartft  of  1894  are  levied  on    the  chard,  in  oovniparlaon  with  th«  tariff 

,.  products   of  the  farm,   Including  the  of  1878:— 

'/fc  .  „         .         "  "  .',  The  Grit  tariff  IbB  ConMrv»tlv« 

i     .  Articles  (1878)  on  ferm  tariff  (18M>  on 

artioles.  f»rm    "tlolea. 

~;  AnlnialB,  living.  N.  E.  S 10  per  cent .....30  per  ooat. 

Live  bogg,  per  ponnd 10  per  cent... 1%  oenta  per  lb. 

Bacon  and  faama 1  cent  per  lb .3  cent*  par  lb. 

Meats,  N.  B^  8.  (In  barrel),  per  pound 1  rent  per  lb 2  cents  per  lb. 

MeatA,  fresh 1  rent  per  lb 8  centa  par  lb. 

Canned  meate,  etc 17Vi  per  cent 26  par  cent. 

Mutton  and  lamb,  freah...   1  cent  per  lb 86  per  oMit.        :  ' 

Poultry  and  game 1  cent  per  lb 20   par   cant.       ' 

Lard  and  cot^ounda,  per  pound 1  pent  prr  lb 2  caikU  per  lb. 

Tallow 1  cent  per  lb 20  per  cant. 

Fentihers,  undressed ITVj  p^r  cent ....20  per  cent. 

B(rp».  per  dozen. Free 6   cents  per  dot. 

Butter,  per  pound.. ..^ 4  cents  per  lb 4  cents  per  ib. 

Cheese,  per  pound , . . .  3  centa  per  Ib 8    oenta  per    lb. 

Condeneed  milk,  per  pound ITMi  per  c^nt 8  centa  per   Ih. 

Apples,  per  barrel , 10  per  cent 40  centa  per  bl>'. 

Bean»,    per  buahel Free 15  centa  per  bn^-'i 

Bur-kwheat,  per  bushel Free 10  cents  per  ii"    ' 

Pease,  per  buahel « Free 10  centa  per  Imsi 

Potatoes,  per  buahel. ...»  ■  , 10  per  cent X6  conts  per  Uu^h 

Rye,  per  basl)el Free 10  centa  per  buBli 

Rye  flour,  per  barrel Free 60  centg  per  bbl. 

Hay,  per  ton 10  per  cent $2    per   ton 

Vegetables,  fraaSi:  or  dry    salted 10  per  cent 2.S  per  cent. 

Barley,    per    bu«bel Free 30  per  cent. 

Indian  corn,  per  bushel Free 7i/4  centa  per  bush 

Buckwheat  meal,   per  pound ,   Free %   ocnt   per   Ib. 

Oornuieal,  per  barrel FVee '. 40  cents  per  bbl.     '■* 

Oata,  par  bushel Free 10  cents  per  bush 

Oatnaeal,  per  pound Free 20  per  cent. 

Wheat,  per  bushel Free 15  cents  per  buRh 

Wlieat  flour,  per  barrel Free 75  cents  per  bbl. 

Seeda,  giarden,  Held,  etc„  large  packages..  10  par  cent.. 10  per  cent. 

Seeds,  garden,  field,  etc.,  amall  pockagu    .10  per  cent 26  per  cent. 

Tomatoes,  fresh,  per  buahel 10  per  cent 20    centa.        •  ''  • 

Tomatoes,  cor.B,   beans,   etc.,   in  cans,    per  '' 

pound 17%  per  cent 1V4    centa. 

Malt,  i.er  bushel..... 2%  cent»  per  bush 16  cents  per  bush 

Bdf>s,   per  pound 6  cents  per  lb. 6  cents  per  lb. 

Trees,  fruit,  each 10  per  cfnt 3  cents  each. 

Qrape  vines,  gooseberry  bushes^  eto 10  per  wnt 20  per  cent, 

SasAll  frulte,  N.   B.  S.,  per  pound 10  per  cent 2  centa  per  lb. 

Cranberries,     pluma     and     quinces,      per 
buahel 10  per  cent 25  per  cent.       ( 

Apples,   dried,  etc 10  per  cent 25  per  cent. 

Grapes,  per  pound..., 10  per  cent 2  centa   per  Ib. 

Penohee,   per  pound 10  per  cent 1    cent   par  lb. 

Fruit,  In  cans,  per  pound 10  per  cent 2%  oents    per    lb. 

Fruit,  preserved  In  8i)lrlts,  per  gallon n',4  per  cent fl.06  per  gal. 

Jellies,  jams,  etc.,  per  pound 17%  per  cent.  ..• SVt  cents   par  ib. 

Honey,    per  pound 17%  per  ceotr 3  cents  per  lb. 

,h*:-:\H        Maple  suga* 17%  per  cent 20  per  ceniL 

..'"  Cldar,  not  oia.i:l«ed  or  reflned,  per  gallon. .  17Vi  per  cent. 6  conte   per   gal. 

•:"-;-  Older,  clorincd- or  refined,  per  gallon 17%  percent 10  centa  per  gal. 
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letliepre- 
WM  time  proidMtod  alMDlntcIs-:— 

OleoQutrgrartne. 

BtttteiilQew 

Similar  sdlMUtiitPs  for  batter. 

The  farmem  have  ihe  further  pro- 
tectiua   of   horin^   the   fotlonhi?   ar- 
tlcW    oied    iQ    ttietr    biisiu«Mi«   admit- 
ted free:—  " 
ON    FBEB    LIST. 

Animala— UoneB.  r&rtic.  sheep, 
■wiae  and  bogn  for  improriDe  atock. 

Bees. 

Bones,  erode. 

Blast  famaoe  »]Mg. 

Domratio  fowls  fo  improve  utock. 

Guano.  iKfat"^  tlUMt  and  other  animftl 
and    vegeta4>k>    moniiTeSv 

Indian  corn  for  ensilage. 

Ofi  oflkc  and  jsimilar  feeds. 

Uemet,   raw  or  prepared. 

Sawn  lun]Aier.  not  dressed  or  on 
one  side  only. 

Laths,  jtalln^.  fence  posta,  etc. 


i»i 


mftUt 


mangolds,  etc 
Locust  Iw<ui8  aod  meal,  for  feed. 
There  are  alHo  on  the  five  list  ar- 
tlcleH  so  iar;;ely  roasutned  bv  the 
farmers  and  their  families  as  tea  and 
coffee.  Sugur  ui*  to  Nol  16  Dutch 
standard  is  only  aubject  to  a  doty  of 
half  a  cent  u  pound,  while  refined 
HUgar  in  subj(>ct  to  a  duty  of  ont>  and 
fourteen  hundretltlis  of  a  cent. 

Duties  on  other  artkicM  largely 
u«»d  by  fanners  were  alBo  cousider- 
fllily  rediK-«'d  by  the  tariff  of  ISW, 
aiuouf;  ttaeni  being  atn^cnltoral  im- 
lilemonts,  mowing  niachiDe*,  self- 
binding  harvesters.  ImrrwitTs  wiT=j- 
out  binders,  bindhig  auncbmMits. 
reapers,  sulliy  aiw*  walking  |>l»n?bji. 
harrows,  <^ultivaroni,  seed  drills  and 
'horse  rakes  from  125  to  20  per  t-eat. 
ad  valorem;  binding  twine  from  25 
to  12^  per  cent.,  and  rove  formakins 
such  twine,  from  ITVi  to  10  per  cent.. 
and  barbod  wire  to  %  cent  per  poond. 


Seedling  eto<A  for  graftlns. 

FARIIEBS,  WHICH  TARIFF  DO  YOU  WANT? 


Products  of  the  Farm  and  Orchard  Under  N.  P. 

The  effect  of  the  National  Policy  upon  Imports  and  exports  of  prodncts 
of  rhe  farm  and  orchard  has  been  very  great,  as  shown  lu  tbe  following 
table:— 

IMPORTS  AXD  EXPORTS  OF  FARM  PRODUCTS. 
Imports  bome  consnmption.  1877.C3U. 464.174             Imports  home  consumption.  1806.$  9.2T0.9C3 
Exports  bome  produM.   1877 27.587,236  Bxportft  home  produce.  IfiOi 48J31.344 


Balance  in  faror  of  Canadian 
farmsr f  7,123,002 


Balance  in  favor  of  CAuadian 
farmer .....    t3».aM>.3M 


Differme*  in  fSavw  of  N.  P $32,137,327 


DETAILS       OP    ABOVE. 

Exports,  Domestic. 

Artidsa.  , * , 

1877.  189S. 

Animals,  llrlac $2,318,100  $10,111,490 

ADimal  prodncts 10.759.751  22,400,996 

Grain,    floor    ami     meal  of  all 

kind* 11,882,065  0,881,912 

Fmitii,  all  kinds 194,942  2,320,324 

Ti>J»cco.  raw .....  ,, 

Other  agricnltatal  prodoeta 2.612,849  3,711,617 

Total* r.:7,687.236  $48,531,341 


Imports 
Home  Con>i>iiDptian. 

1877 

IS»i. 

$      70r,.26» 

t    164.«b>l 

3,741,0» 

3,73«.1-1 

13,806,700 

1.3«>.3» 

331,054 

23S.W7 

902.49; 

IJXSJtmi 

916,891 

2.SM».fiU0 

120,464,174 

f».Z7e.'J93 

:-%-■* 


In   the  lmr>orts  the  ralne  or  anl- 

mai'i  for  iiuin-uremeut  of  stuck  ia  not 

'ill*  farmer  lias  prospered  uodfrthe 
tnilff  lu  two  wa.v8.  Ho  flwls,  Hmt— 
Ixsx  (oiui)etlti»>n  from  outnldo  for 
Uif  hoiii»>  ninrket— $9.270.a">:i  hi  lSa"». 
against  $!.'(»,4»M.17-I  iu  1877— a  gain  In 
on«  year  for  him  of  fU.l03.221; 
2ud— Largpr  field  oiitsld»>— $48,531.- 
844  111  1H!>."),  II «a lust  »27.rKS7,2ao  In 
1877;  the  tarlft"  lias  not  preventwl 
him  obiftiiiiuff  a  larger  export  trade; 
while  it  haa  given  him  a  better 
home  niark«*t.  Ho  has  Just  aa  irood 
a  I'lmnco  lo  sell  his  products  outside 
of  t-'uimila  as  he  ever  had,  a.-id  Tie 
liaa  k'Hs  coui'iM'titlon  from  outside 
than   he   used    tu   have. 


The  Import  In  18T7  was  equal  to 
$>Vlt>  iMT  head  of  the  putiuiailon. 

In  IMKS  it  was  etiual  to  $1^2  per 
beail  of  the  population.  Tlie  farmer 
has  traineil.  therefore.  $^.28  per  bead 
of  t....  popuL-ition.  Had  ihe  |>er 
head  rate  of  1877  nmler  the  taiiff 
Then  in  force  Ijeen  the  rate  iu  ISOTi. 
the  imports  of  farm  prodnee  caaitnar 
directly  iu  competltioa  with  our 
fannera  i^-oakl  bare  been  $1^.925.- 
44t2  instead  of  what  It  really  was, 
f0.270,i«L 

The  sain,  therefore,  to  the  farm- 
ers of  Canada  ia  reaihr  $l4i.n.'i4..~>lU 
In  the  home  marfentv 

This  Is  Tastly  better  than  being 
forced  to  send  $16.(£i0.000  to  outside 
countries. 


f- 


FARMERS'    HOME    MARKET   ENLARGED 

BY    THE    N.  P.     ..    _  .. 


The  heneflcial  effect  of  the  protec- 
tion afforded  to  the  farmers  of  Can- 
ada by   the  National  Policy  tariff  is 


shown  in  a  marked  maimer  by  com- 
paring certain  olaaaes  of  imports  en- 
tered   for   cousuuiption    iu   1878   and 


HOGS    AND    nOG    PRODUCTS. 

isra 

Articles.                                        Qnantitr.  Vatae. 

poands. 

Swine 2.227.000  %   116.«22 

Pork 10.248,020  6M.G0G 

Bacon  and  hams 2.Sa5.1C»  220.O«.'i 

LarO 2.34.'>.}»r  213.608 

Swine  ftroducts.  other 71,(i-t2  4.Ti4 

Totals U,71T,e»  SI.liiU.»tO 


quantity. 

Taint. 

pound*. 

34.835 

%    1.488 

3.903.US3 

aD8,8Q» 

826.882 

85.871 

190.921 

14,7S6 

3.936 

244 

4.2S8,ti»7 


$311,1S8 


It  will-  be  seen  that  the  import.s  of 
hojrs  and  Iior  •!)rodiicts  'or  consunap- 
tlon  ill  1805  wei-e  13,457,931  Jess  than 
in  1S78,  wliicli  means  that  iu  the 
year  Canadtou  instead  of  foreign 
iftrmers  supplied  Canadian  consum- 
ers    with     that    additional    quantity. 


the  value  at  the  sT-srage  prices  of 
the  year  l)eing  f9G9.15S.  And  tlUs 
does  not  take  into  account  the  in- 
crease of  consumption  ia  tbe  eighteen 
years,  the  supply  of  which  was  also 
preserved  to  oar  farmers  by  the  Xa- 
r'.onal  Policy  tariff. 


1678. 

AitUlmi                                     QuBtltr.  Valna 

Wkemr ..14M».708  fl,I.Vi.682 

■MHy 28.»»  11.906 

o»«« — ..ZOn.513  (£4.<jeo 

■re 110.'Z»  58.106 

3,¥M.X!i  1.C27.4C0 

aad  bMU 9.447  If(,428 

Ctmla .....  .         7CO  iVS7 

15.<n»  Z2,G60 

Oornne*] I.ISXMX)  61S.402 

wbMt  and  rye l.MEr.iMrt  1.840.221 

BMSta. .....  ...   ..        t^.075  4.904 

t  

Totals 9.862.205  |6.n01.»J5 


■»i 

^m 

-  •    •     iwa. 

QnantttT. 

TalMi 

bMb«£a. 

rK 

00172 

« 

XK.4n 

i 

10  3a» 

X-0S 

i 

S0.QQ9 

CBLIS 

a 

l.IiO 

ai 

1 

i.is^9e» 

Tsuat 

^ 

17  JM 

nua> 

^» 

22 

14B 

« 

4.700 

&MT 

w 

iifl^mo 

ccxs 

^                     * 

21«.7» 

OMSt 

1 

i.ta> 

%\ 

U!15 

2.574.  us 

u3G3Lea» 

Tkns  the  ImporlB  for  consumption 
of  irraiioL  floor  and  nH>al  were  7.- 
288.142  bcsiieis  leas  in  1895  thau  in 
l^TR;  toat  is  •Inrin^  the  year  f!ann- 
diu  iostea-j  of  fonei^  fanners  aop- 
plled  Oanadion  conaoinora  with  that 
additional  qoantitj.  the  value  at  the 
mxt-rs^  prices  of  the  ye«r  belnsr 
|3ySS8.342:  mis.  a*  in  the  case  of 
liaiK  prodocta,  does  not  take  into  ac- 
«saBt  the  taictcase  of  consinnptloQ 
dnrinz  eighteen  years,  also  noppli^ 
hy  the  fannera  at  Canada. 

If.  instead  of  eomparin^r  tbo  vears 
1&78  and  18»t.  we  tjit^e  the  whole 
importation  in  periods  of  six  ycai-s, 
the  first  of  them  iminedfately  be- 
fo!«  the  X,  P.  was  adtftted.  the  re- 
snlts  ere  as   follows:— 

liiipiwl  I      of      snina.      Total        Areragro 
So«ir  and  mv-a:.  baahelK.       boslieis. 


fix    r«ari^    •In'r 
to  Jane.  IS7V. 


18i3. 


.S5.084.175    9.180.606 


Stx    reara.    Jn:?.    1879. 
to  iusw    ISST 26.400,222    4,401,S37 

Stx     yean,     Jcrr,    1SS3 
to  Jne.  1801 2M.aM.O0O    4.150.06T 


to  Jaaa.  IflSS 9.7es,bS6    2.441.466 

It  appears  that  the  National  Pol- 
ley  taijff  immjdiat^  took  effect,  re- 
•^no!:  r  tW'  .'.'.-i  -e  Importations  to 
li:/-  iiKJi »  •  a  cofiT  of  what  they 
it»Z   been   pr "it  <il^   and   this     de- 


crease was  mabrtalned  for  tl-*  CUM 
six  year  periud.  For  the  laM  fs«r 
ycnrs  the  importati<>a  agiiu  (*ecrra9- 
e.l  enonnoiBly.  which  was  fezxc^ 
due  t  >  the  misins  of  the  defy  «a 
wJicai  llonr  from  50  «ents  to  *» 
cents  A  barr^  in  tlie  Cnstora?  TazSe 
Act  of  1890.  This  secorr-'l  to  osr 
wheat  growing  fasmcrs  the  hamm 
market  in  the  M»ritiia»»  Protlyea. 
which  bad  prevloosiy  been  sorpQ^  iT 
the  millers  and  farmov  of  the  Ututed 
States,  as  was  also  partielly  tke 
caae  with  the  Prorloce  of  Qnefeec 

In  the  sixteen  ycarF  nnder  the  X. 
P.  these  ioiportatiODis  amoncted  :o 
61.079,088  bushels,  hclng  96.717052 
bushels  less  than  tliey  wcdd  ^re 
been  if  the  average  of  1S7S  had 
been  maintained,  an-i  cccseqemQr 
tliat  quantity  was  added  to  tb?  iiOW 
icarket  of  oor  fanners,  thie  v&isi; 
f^on  calculated  at  the  averaj^  prices 
.^^  I'iO.".,  whoa  brta*«»"ntrs  all  orsr 
the  worid  were  low.  bcine  o^'^  ZSO,- 
000.000. 

other  articles  of  farm  prcdoee 
were  simflariy  affected,  bat 
two  classes.  hoK  prodoets  and 
.stnSs,  aro  salient  exi  nilnii  vt 
l)enefit  derived  toy  onr  fanac 
tlie  N.  P.  In  the  tae  reer  1865  0«B- 
atlian  farmers  had  anaddSttaall 
market  of  1.1.4r>7.S31  !t*  of  *ai 
ducts  and  7.28&142  bokria  of 
flour  and  meal,  the  ralae  htla% 
on  ^.000.000  for  the  yeaur.  s*;  this 
was  directly  doe  to  oor  i^cses:  tar- 
iff. 
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Tbe  preceding  taM«  glfeai  paTtkrB- 
lars  of  the  meat  imptH-tg  of  Oinada 
lor  botbe  oonsumption,  quantity,  value 
aod  duty,  for  the  years  1887-8-0,  being 
for  three  years  previous  to  the  time 
when  the  duty  was  increased  on 
meat  products— fresh  meats  from  1 
Cfflttt  to  3  cent*  per  pound,  nnd  salted 
meat  from  1  cent  to  2  cent*,  except- 
ing mntton,  fx^om  1  cent  per  pound 
to  35  per  cent,  and  also  tov  the  three 
last  fiscal  yeara.  The  totals  and  av- 
eragfes  for  the  two  groups  of  three 
years  are  also  (riven,  making  it  plain 
that  no  exceptional  favorable  year 
has  been  chosen  for  the  coraijarison. 

This  table  of  comijarison  shows 
conclusively  that  protection  benctlts 
the  farmers  of  Canada,  as  by  the  in- 
creuae  of  duty  in  1890  it  lessened  im- 
portation, securing  to  them  an  addl- 
tkMial  liome  market  for  fifteen  and  a 
half  million  pounds  yearly  of  the 
meats  formerly  supplieii  by  United 
States  farmers,  the  annual  value  be- 
ing a  million  dollars. 

A  glance  ut  the  table  for  separate 
years,  Just  liefore  the  Increase  of 
doty  came  into  effect,  8hov,'S  that  the 
Importations  of  pork,  beef  and  mut- 
ton were  all  increasing  with  grow- 
ing and  portentous  rapidity.  Our 
neighbors  were  evidently  taking  pos- 
session of  our  markets,  and  it  was 
certainly  time  that  the  interests  of 
our  farmers  should  be  protected,  as 
was  dcme  most  effectively. 


It  may  be  observed  tb.tt  tbough  the 
Imiiorts  of  iheatu  have  laTloa  to  little 
m^re  than  a  third  of  tho  previous 
quantity,  the  duty  coUe<*teJ  remains 
about  half  the  former  amount.  The 
increased  duty  has  secured  this  en- 
larged market  for  our  farmers,  and 
even  in  tlie  fompnratlvely  few  oases 
when  it  does  uot  liave  this  result 
It  adds  in  larse  proportion  to  the 
public  revpuuc.  making  foreigners 
pay  for  tlie  use  of  our  market. 

It  was  owing  to  the  great  and  Im- 
proved facilities  which  the  Armours 
nnd  Swifts,  oif  Chicago,  liad  attained 
through  their  ivfrigcrator  car  system 
of  placing  the  ni«  at  products  of  the 
great  corn-growins:  spctloiis  of  the 
South-western  States  fresh  upon  the 
Canadian  marketH.  th(>rel)y  destroying 
t!io  farmers'  home  market  for  Ills 
butcher  cattle  nnd  other  fresh  meats  In 
our  cities  and  towns,  that  the  (lovern- 
ment  placed  tlic  increased  duty  in 
18110,  vIk..  from  1  cent  per  pound  on 
frp.s.h  mcnts  to  '{  rents,  and  on  salted 
meats  from  1  cent  to  2  cents  per 
pouud. 

Tlie  Armcmrs  and  Swifts,  of  Clii- 
capo,  («ontrol  the  greater  part  of  the 
frt-sli  lueat  trade  In  the  New  PiUg- 
lahd  States  in  their  cities  and  towns, 
to  the  detriment  of  the  farmei-s  in 
these  States,  but  the  Increa'Sed  duty 
In  Canada  has  had  the  effect  of  rc- 
tnining  the  givater  part  of  the  Cana- 
dian market  for  our  own  farmers. 
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WHAT  DUTIES  ARE  PAID   BY  FARMERS. 


Under  the  present  tariff  the  fann- 
ers have  no  duty  to  iiay  on  tea  or 
coffee,  while  unrefined  sugar  la  sub- 
ject to  a  duty  of  only  half  a  cent, 
and  refined  sugar  to  a  duty  of  only 
one  and  fourteen  hundredths  of  a 
cent  per  pound.  There  was  a  large 
amount  of  duty  collected  on  these 
articles  under  the  Mackenzie  Admin- 
ictratloD.  and  they  are  now  much 
oheaper. 

If  the  farmer  (or  other  person) 
drinks  wine,  spirits  or  beer,  or  smokes 
or  otherwise  uses  tobacco,  he  contri- 
butes to  the  customs  revenue.  Those 
articles  of  voluntary  use  and  luxur- 
ies    pay    a    quarter  of  the  customs 


duties,  besides  r-ayiog  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  excise  duties. 

As  lo  otlier  articles  in  general  use, 
such  as  clothlug,  if  the  farmer  (or 
any  other  person)  contents  himself 
with  Canadian  woolleus,  cottons,  knit- 
twl  goods,  boots,  &c.,  there  Is  no  duty 
to  be  i^nid  on  them  to  the  Govcin- 
nient.  Neither  is  tlie  duty  paid  in- 
directly by  bi'lug  added  to  tiie  price, 
for  those  aHicles  are  clieiipoi-  than 
formerly,  and  are  cither  uot  ut  ai;  or 
little  dearer  than  in  otlicr  countries. 

'the  farmer  or  oilier  vorson  need 
pay  hardly  any  duties.  I'  he  <loe$  uot 
voluntarily  tax  liiniseli'  by  th«  ui..  -* 
spirituous  or  f.'rment^d  lirii.erji,  o' 
tobacco,  of  Inxuiies  o"  ( i'  suiiertr  • 
goo<l8  Imported  fvui  abrrmd. 
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DUTIES  ON  tUXURIES. 


"AnKies  of  voluntary  usfi  ami  luxnr-- 
le«"  'iiolude  spirits,  \vmt>  iiiid  beer, 
tobhocoB  and  cigars,  silks,  jewelry, 
jrold  and  silyerwnre,  &c.,  uad  iu  tho 
following  statements  aie  so  oin.'^^'Pu .  on 
the  basis  of  tlie  dlvisigus  a.iMjHod  by 
tlu»  hi.stnriau  Hiniie,  and  now  hsimI  by 
tlip  authorities  of  tbp  1 'nit id  King- 
dom and  iho  Ignited  Stntos. 

Tlie  totnl  im/i)orts  by  Caund;i  in 
18!).")  dionip  con.snmptioni  amounted  to 
Sl(K).(:i75,801,  and  the  dutlos  to  $17,- 
887,2«30. 

Tlio  articles  of  voluntary  n^o  and 
In.vurios  imi>ortPd  wort;  ?8.r>84.1'!0.  and 
the  duties  oai  them  were  $4,.'}3.S,8(J7. 

Tiiu.s  thestt  luxuries,  tliou^ili  only 
aliout  a  twelfth  part  of  the  Urtal  im- 
ports, paid  very  nearly  a  quarter  of 
tlH'  total  duties.  , 

The  average  rate  of  duty  on  the 
total  imports  was  1(1.09  per  cent.; 
on  the  luxuries  it  was  52.88  per 
cent. 

The  following  's  a  comparison  of 
the  last  three  years  of  the  present  ad- 


ministration with  the  last  three 
years  under  the  Mackenzie  taiifiC,  in 
regard  to  the  duties  on  luxuries:— 

BEFORM  TARIFF, 


>■  a 

1    § 

AKTirLIS  Of  V0I.UXTAHY 
CSE  AND  LLXIKIKB. 

Year. 

|.5£ 
H    ■< 

20.55 
21.41 
23.33 

Ax'erapfe 
duty. 

Percent. 

of  total 

duty. 

Percent, 
of  total 
Import*. 

1877 
1878 
1879 

13.03 
14.03 
16.10 

34.33 
33.70 
38.01 

19.46 
18.53 
19.03 

7.64 
7.84 
8.51 

PRESENT 

ADMINfSTRATIOX.    .. 

1893 

17.38 

30.27 

50.08 

23.28 

8.97 

1894 

17.13 

30.87 

52.69 

24.85 

&85 

1885 

16.99 

."10.54 

52.88 

24.26 

8.S3 
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Protection  to  Manufacturers  Has  Not  In- 
creased the  Price  of  Farm  Implements. 


The  effect  of  the  tarlfC  policy  of  tlie 
Conservative  Administrntiou  upon  the 
prices  of  ngricultural  implements  and 
vehicles  .has  lieen  very  beneOcinl  to 
the  farm^^rs  of  Canada,  as  mny  be 
seen  by  the  following  comparison :-- 


1878. 
Mower» f  80. .., 

n«np«rR 120 

Riadern 276 

Hor«e  rakM 38 


IROfl. 
«  40 

,     05 

llO-fllS 

22 


T.oather-top    phnetons.  ITH 125 

Rul>ber-tDp     pUaetons.  150 90 

Ii««ther-topi    baggy. . .  150 !)0 

Riibl)ei'-top  buggy..   ..  125 7!J 

Open  top  buggy...,   ..  100 05 

Lumber   wagon 00 SO 

Dpinotirat    wagon..    ..  IIB 75 

Road   cart 35 26 

Plough. f    l8-$20 10-(12 

Id  the  smaller  Implements,  tools, 
&c.,  used  by  farmers  there  is  also  a 
large  decrease  in  price,  as  fgliows:— 


1»78. 


1800. 
C.  C. 
Ot)  46-00 

75-$l  00    30-60 


Ri-ytbes,   pnrh $ 

Scytbe     snaths,  each... 
Hay  fork,   three  prong- 
ed       60  40 

Manure   forks 1  25  85 

Wood    hay   raU«8 15  12% 

Uoaplng   hooks 00-  70    30-60 

Oardeu   lioeg,    with  toc- 

ketB 00  40 

(Jnrdon  hoes,  common.      50  36 

Ooo«l  nxe« 125  90 

D.    handle    ahovol..    ..  1  25-  1  60     60-80 

Lawn   mowers 8  00-10  00    $4-J6 

Barbed  wire,  per  lb, .  . .        0  S 
Cut  nulla,   lOd.,   per  100 

lb8.   keg 3  26  $2  00 

And  every  other  article  or  Imple- 
ment not  ennmerated  that  the  farm- 
ers use  has  been  decreased  In  price 
from  'J5  to  50  per  cent. 


Ji^ 


^ 


\ 


Oar  tatmem  mb  »M»  Ib  «  more  far* 
onMe  position  In  this  respect  than 
the  farmers  of  the  United  States.  In 
18B8  Mr.  George  Taylor.  M.  P.  for 
SoQth  Leeds,  with  a  numtjer  of  Infla- 
ential  farmers  from  his  constituency 
visited  New  Yorli  State  for  purposes 
of  luvestiKation  and  comparison,  and 
these  experts  found  the  following  dif- 
ferences in  the  prices  of  agricullural 
imports  In  the  two  countries:— 

;              .  United 

*  Canada.       States 

Binders ^lOO-fllO.  .$120-|135 


Reapers « 

60-    86.. 

80-    C5 

Mowers ..# 

40-    45., 

42-    48 

Horse  mkea 

22 

25 

Seeoers*,*    «••    •••••,• 

48 

50 

Ten-hoe    drill 

00 

65 

Batidall   disk  harrow.. 

22 

28 

Plouch,  Frost  &  Wood, 

or   Wilkinson 

13 

16 

Binder    twine,  standard 

»%c 

lie. 

Binder  twtae.  manlUa. 

1014c 

12%c- 

The  home  market  for  the  farmer 
exists  wlierever  there  is  a  factory  or 
an  empWyment  which  depends  in  any 
way  npon  nmnufacturing;  and,  so, 
wlhatever  encourages  manufacturing 
enlarges  the  home  market  for  farm 
produce.  The  Canadian  National 
Policy  encourages  manufacturing  en- 
terprise, and  the  employment  of 
home  labor.  It,  therefore,  increases 
the  home  consumption  of  Canadian 
farm  products,  and  at  the  same  time, 
as  has  been  shown,  does  not  increase 
the  price  of  tlie  farm  implements  he 
has  to  buy. 

WHAT   PROTECTION    DOES    AND 
FREE  TRADE   DOESN'T  DO, 

Protection  can  and  does  secure  to 
the  Canadian  protiucer,  whether  in 
field  or  factory,  and  to  the  Cana- 
dian workman,  the  benefit  of  the 
Canadian  market.  It  thus  gives  to 
the  laborer  the  means  to  buy,  and  to 
the  merchant  a  cmrtomer. 


Free  fx^ewntnom  u  tii^  €aaaaia& 

producer  or  merchant  no  market 
whatever.  Free  trade  does  not  re^ 
duce  the  tariff  that  other  coqmtries 
maintain  against  Canadian  and  other 
goods  fioT  the  protection  of  their  own 
people. 

Fi-ee  trade  can  build  no  factories  In 
Canada;  it  may  dose  some. 

Free  trade  can  open  no  mine;  It 
may  shut  some  down. 

Free  trade  wlU  in'^n^ese  the  popula- 
tion of  no  city  or  town,  or  village;  it 
tuay  redu(*e  that  of  some. 

Free  trade  cxumot  raise  the  price 
of  a  bushel  of  wlieait  or  o0.ts,  or  a 
sound  of  butter  or  cheese,  or  of  a 
honse,  or  a  cow,  or  a  sheep,  or  a  pig, 
a:  !>.  cMeken.  It  may  In  some  cases 
reduce  them.  It  often  happens  that 
there  is  a  local  scarcity  in  Canada,  of 
some  articles  of  farm  prodtico  which 
can  ea^ly  be  supixlied  fromi  the 
United  States.  It  happened  in  the 
summer  of  1S95,  in  the  matter  of 
wheat,  and  may  liappen  in  any  other 
year  in  the  matlter  of  some  other 
article.  The  Canadian  farmer  would 
not  ihave  been  benefited  tn  1895  by 
free  trade  in  wheat,  nor  can  he  be 
benefited  in  any  year  by  the  free  ad- 
mission into  CSanada  of  articles  of 
farm  produce  raised  in  other  coun- 
tries. 

The  Liberal  free  trade  policy  iis  al- 
together for  the  benefit  of  the  foruign 
Qiauufacturers  and  prodocers.  It 
proposes  to  give  them  advantages  In 
Canada,  which  their  governments 
will  make  no  .return  for  to  the  Can- 
adian maniTfacturers  and  prodoeers. 

It  is  like  a  jug— the  handle  Is  all  on 
one  aide. 

It  '^as  the  pecognatlon  of  this  Pact 
that  led  the  farmers  In  1878  to  peti- 
tion for  protection  for  farmers,  . 

The  Liberals'  poillcy  In  owosltlon 
to  the  National  Policy  of  the  Con- 
serva/tive  ijarty  may  be  thus  suanr 
mamed:— 

Free  trade  as  they  have  it  in  Eng- 
land; reciprocity  as  they  gtve  It  in 
the  United  States;  depresaioQ  as  we 
had  in  1877-8. 
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Tho  Scheduling  of 
Justified  by  Circu 

For  nearly  fifty  jeara  the  "herds 
and  flcxrks  of  Great  BritalQ  had 
been  decimated  by  ooutaglous  die- 
ease;  flrat  coataglouH  pLteint>-pneu- 
luonia  and  foot  and  mouth  disease, 
and  in  18fi2  i-indprpest  si)ivad  lilie  a 
fire  over  the  t'ounti-y.  briuglTig  ruin  to 
thousands  of  stocli  raisers. 

Tiio  commencenR'at  and  rappd  de- 
volopm^'nt  of  «liJ.i>ment  of  live  stock 
for  food  puriKJses  l>oth  from  tlie 
United  States  and  Canada  removed 
whatever  lioipe  remaiuetl,  and  drove 
tlie  British  fanner  to  deispair.  and 
created  a  desire  on  tlw*  i>art  of  land- 
owners and  stockbreeders  to  urfce 
uncensinffly  on  the  Government  the 
de«lTa!bil)ly  of  relieving  them  in 
some  way  by  afTordinj;  them  protec- 
tion from  the  transatlantic  competi- 
tion. Yielding  to  their  importunities 
tlie  Initial  stei)  In  ilvis  direction  was 
taken  by  the  introduction  of  a  Bill, 
by  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  for  tlie 
prevention  of  tbe  importation  of  con- 
tagious disease  fix>ni  abroad;  pi-ovid^ 
ing.  among  other  things,  that  in  the 
case  of  any  (>ountry  in  which  con- 
tagious dtsi-ase  was  discovered  to 
exist,  such  country  would  be  sehexl- 
uled,  an  eml)argo  l)eing  placed  on 
tlieir  cattle  at  British  iwrts  prevent- 
injr  tliera  fi"om  leaving  the  port  at 
whieli  tlioy  arrived,  alive.  Wliercae? 
«.«atlle  from  countriej?  in  whidi  it  could 
be  .shown  that  conta.sjious  disease  did 
not  exist  woitld  be  free  to  enter  and 
be  carried  to  any  market  or  feedin'jr 
or  breedin»r  fann  in  Britain.  Owing 
10  contagions  pl«^ro-pneumonla  ex- 
isting in  some  of  the  Atlantic  !*ea- 
iioard  States,  tliat  country  was  sche- 
duled. No  coutairioHs  disease  having 
be<'n  found  in  Canada,  cattle  from 
tins  country  were  free  to  be  convey- 
<m1  to  any  market  in  Britjiin— an  ad- 
vantage which  it  was  elalnu-d  was 
equiil  to  about  )?10  per  hejuK  This 
privilege  was  granted  owing  to  tl»' 
lioaltlifulneiss  of  Canadian  cattle  and 
the  excellency  of  the  quarauMue  re- 
giilntioue. 

TJm;  efTicienry  of  these  regulations 
was  proved  by  t:-,  following  facts. 
viz.  —  C<yntagious  pleuro-pneumoul.a 
for  many  years  existed  in  several  of 
the  United  StAten,  as  far  west  as 
Illinoiis;  yet  It  was  prevented  from 
cnitering  (Canada  at  any  p<.)int. 

In  1880  it  Wiis  innported  from 
Scotlanti  to  the  iquarantine  at  Point 


Canadian  Cattle  not 
mstances  or  Facts. 

Levis;  yet  it  was  so 'effectually  dealt 
with  itihere  that  It  did  not  apn»ad 
beyond  the  limits  of  the  quarantine. 
Foot  and  nvoutli  disease  bad  also  on 
one  occasion  l;ceii  ImiKcrted  at  t!ie 
Point  Levis  quarantine,  but  was  <?cu- 
fltted  to  the  liord  which  conveyed  it 
there. 

Caiuida  to-ilay  is  the  only  large 
cattle  country  in  th<?  world  that  has 
cot  suffered  losses  from  the  aTwve 
mentionied    cattle   plagues. 

What   has  been  the   I'esult?  ! 

An  extensive  anid  valuable  c«m- 
mereial  iiMlnstr7,-  in  live  stock  and 
live  stock  products  has  been  built  ujt; 
not  only  lm«  the  numil)er»  of  domes- 
tic animals  been  increased,  but  ow- 
ing to  improved  lM'eedin«  and  a  l»et- 
ter  pystein  of  l<4Hiing,  their  valne 
lias  been  verv  largciy  increased,  li5 
ptn*  aenl.  at  least.  Not  <jnly  was  the 
actuiil  easii  value  of  the  live  stock 
increased,  but  the  larger  numlwrs 
produci'd  yjohlt'd  more  manure  with 
v.iiioh  the  land  Juis  lKM»n  enriched, 
Increasetl  a  'itvige  liad  to  l>e  t)ut  un- 
der cultivation,  and  the  con,dirion  of 
the  farms  and  farmers  givatly  im- 
orovod    tliorcby. 

With  the  growth  of  the  tratle  from 
lioth  Canada  amd  the  United  States 
there  arase  a  <kinand  for  cxtomiwl 
facilities  for  trausiwrtationa.  Owing 
to  the  United  States  Ix^ing  «clKvhiled 
by  Great  Britain,  In  order  to  iiwilu- 
tain  Oanada's  {wivllege  of  their  open 
market,  a  (luaumtine  cf  ninety  days 
had  to  be  es-tablished  ngain.'-'t  United 
j^tates  cattle  entering  Canada;  this 
npc<>S8itate«t  negotiations  l>oing  en- 
tere«:l  into  with  the  Imiperial  Govern- 
ment, whereby  permission  wa? 
granted  under  lertaiu  rcstrietionfl  to 
cariY  UnitcHl  St.at(!s  cattle  from 
Chicago,  via  Detroit,  across  Canada 
to  otiier  T'nited  States  port?,  as  many 
as  an  average  of  say  14.(XX>  head  an- 
nu:-"-ly  li(>iu;r  so  carried  under  the 
UM.Mt  strin'.'K-nt  protective  regulations. 

Quarantines  were  ahso  establisiied 
in  .Manitol)a  and  the  North-west  Ter- 
ritories, wliere  cattle  are  detained 
for  nlTWty  da.^-.;.  and  are  fi^sted  for 
tttbercul<).siis  l>cfore  being  allowed  to 
leave  the  quarantlnt'  or  obtaU*  pra- 
tit'.uo  In  Ciinada. 

.\<itwiHiRtai»|!itig  the  Importation* 
from  Great  Britain  and  the  large 
numbers  '  ^  truoslt  aoinials  cro«»iiig 
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Canada^  not  owj  eintgle  cast  of  ooav 
tagloiw  (llSMse  .baa  be«o  allowed  to 
be   introduced   Into  Canada. 

A»  a  uatural  result  of  the  growth 
of  United  »State»  and  (Janadlan  com- 
petltloo  In  Or^at  Brdtaiii,  tlMdr  mar- 
ket for  .hom^-bred  amtoial!!  was  se- 
riously 'jitefTcreil  wllli,  leading  to 
widespread  agricultural  depression. 
This  conii>etitioa  was  felt  mostly  by 
Irteh  cattle  l)reeders,  or  owing  to 
the  befctor  breeding  of  Cana<>iaa 
sllockers.  xh^'  gradiialiy  drove  the 
inferior  Irish  stor**  cattle  out  of  the 
nwirket;  thus  ongendoring  a  sptrit  of 
opiMisltion  and  a  desire  on  their  part 
todiock  this  trade  on  one  pretext  or 
another.  Sixteen  years  went  past, 
during  which  1,172.5't6  head  of  Cana- 
dian cattle  had  been  carried  and  dis- 
tributed over  British  farms,  without 
a  trace  of  contagious  disease  being 
found  in  one  of  them.  This  one  fact 
ought  to  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  the 
charges  made  by  opponents  of  the 
<iovemment,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  that  the  quarantine  regula- 
tions have  been  carelessly  adminis- 
tered. Occasional  animals  exhibited 
signs  of  fatigue  and  illness  arising 
from  stress  of  weather  and  rough 
usage  at  sea,  but  they  were  dealt 
with  in  a  common-sense  manner  by 
the  Imperial  veterinary  staff,  and  the 
sickness  was  attributed  to  the  proper 
cause.  But  the  farmers  continuing  to 
complain,  and  that  justly,  of  the  for- 
eign competition,  brought  all  possible 
pressure  to  bear  on  the  British  (lov- 
ernment  to  schedule  Canada.  That 
Oovernmcnt  was  induced  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  first  occurrence  of  a 
case  of  pneumonia  in  a  Canadian  ani- 
mal to  declare  such  a  case  contagi- 
ous, whilst  they  had  been  for  years 
passing  such  cases  as  non-contagious 
pneumonia,  and  natwithstinding  the 
fact  of  thousands  of  cattle  annually 
having  been  imported  and  mingled 
with  the  home  herds  without  con- 
tagion being  discovered  from  a  single 
instance. 

In  every  case  in  which  Canadian 
cattle  liave  been  suspected  of  disease, 
they  have  Ikjcu  traced  by  competent 
veterinarians  direct  to  the  farms  in 
Canada  whence  they  had  been  ship- 
ped without  a  suspicion  of  disease 
being  found. 

In  189li  tlie  Minister  of  Agriculture 
for  Canada  forwarded  copies  of  re- 
ports and  precis  of  reports  of  all 
cases  of  uuimal  diseases  reported  to 
his  Departmeut  from  1S8(>  to  1803, 
inclusive,  in  fact,  during  the  exist- 
ence of  quarantine,  in   not  one     of 


wbicb  \g  to  be  faancl  even  a  stMi^don 
of  contagious  plcuro-puenmonia. 

During  the  last  year  mentioned.  It 
was  chilmed  that  a  steer  tvotn  Howe 
Island,  near  Kingston.  Ont,  and  an 
ox  from  Pilot  MouLd,  Manitoba,  were 
found  suffering  from  contagious 
pleuro-pneumonia.  Tlu.-  masi.  aearrh- 
ing  investigations  of  both  localities 
and  the  spedal  herdd  whence  they 
came,  conducted  by  Dr.  McEacbra^, 
F.  R.  C,  y.  S.,  the  Chief  Insjpect  e. 
in  person,  failed  to  discover  any  dis- 
ease or  even  suspicion  of  disease., 

Portions  of  both  lungs  were  sent  to 
Canada,  and  were  examined  by  Pro- 
fessor Ademl,  Pathoflogist,  and  Prx>- 
fessor  McElachran,  of  th^  Faculty  of 
Comparative  Medicine,  both  of  Mc- 
Gill  University.  Montreal.  Their  re- 
ports were  to  the  effect  that  It  was 
not  contagious  pleuro-pneumonia,  but 
a  sporadic  pleuro-pneumonia  engen- 
dered by  rough  usage  en  route,  and  to 
iWhich  the  name  of  transit  pneumonia 
iTvotdd  be  more  applicable. 

Similar  reports  and  precis  were 
again  forwarded  in  1894,  showing 
that  no  Information  had  reached  the 
Department  lea/ding  even  to  a  suspi- 
cion of  contagious  pleuro-pneumonia 
In  any  part  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada. 

Owing  to  the  variance  in  profes- 
sional opinion  as  to  the  disease  being 
actually  contagious  pleuro-pneumonia 
existing  among  British,  Coutinental, 
American  and  Canadian  veterinari- 
ans, the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  called  together  a  com- 
mittee consisting  of  his  own  profes- 
sional staff,  together  with  a  few  well- 
known  scientists  and  veterinarians, 
and  Sir  Henry  (now  Lord)  James,  as 
expert  legal  examiner,  and  Professor 
Burden  Saunderson,  as  expert  scien- 
tific examiner.  At  that  investigation 
Canada  was  not  represented  by  the 
High  Commissioner  nor  any  one  act- 
ing for  him. 

The  tlnding  of  this  committee  that 
the  disease  was  contagious  pleuro- 
pneumonia was  based  entirely  on  the 
necroacopic  evidences,  ignoring  the 
well-known  and  never-absent  charac- 
teristics of  contagious  pleuro-pneu- 
monia, viz.:  its  contagiousness:  and 
the  existence  oif  encysted  portions  in 
the  lungs  of  cattle  slaughtered  in  In- 
fected herds. 

No  such  disease  has  been  discover- 
ed in  Canada.  No  such  disease  ex- 
ists in  Canada;  and  not  one  single 
insl.'irice  oC  kucIi  disease  having  been 
conimunicnte<l  by  Canadian  cattle  to 
any  of  the  thousands  of  herds  with 


\ 


X 


7%- 


15 


which  they  have  been  commingleil  en 
route  or  on  the  farms  in  Great  Bri- 
tain, ereu  the  most  bitter  opiMMienti) 
of  the  Govemmeut  dare  not.  say  that 
•iitn!riou«  pleuro-pnemuonia  exists  in 
Cumtda. 

It  was  urgred  by  the  British  Board 
of  Agiioulture  tliat  tin'  Canadian 
Government  shonid  follow  tlie  Brit- 
ish example,  and  slaughter  out  the 
herds  from  which  sjisiteetcd  cattle 
came.  In  the  face  of  the  t'aot  that 
clinical  examination  allowed  no  dis- 
ease nor  even  suspicions  off  dlRease 
exlstlnpr.  the  Chief  Inspector  found, 
as  exidalued  in  the  subjoined  letter. 
that  he  conld  not  under  tlie  circum- 
stances proceed  to  arbitrarily  slaugh- 
ter any  henia. 

REPORT  ON   XOX-SLArGHTER  OP   AL- 
1.BOED   CONTACT   ANIMALS. 

Oy  Professor  MoEachrein.   D.    V.   S., 
F.   U..  0.   V.  S..   Dean  of  Faculty 
of      Oompanitive      Medicine, 
McGill   University.) 
OflSce  of  the  InaqjectWr  oif  Stock,  Mon- 
treal  2Gth  July.    18S)4. 
Sir.— In  reply   to  yours  of  24th   in- 
stant,   asking    for   a   recital    of    "my 
reasone  for   the  advice   I   have  g'iven 
re(ion>mending      nhe    non-slaughtering 
in  Canatki  of  herds*  fronj  wliich   cat- 
tle «usp«H-ted  of   havioR   pleuropneu- 
monia coretagiosa   liave   been   taken," 
I  beg  to  say  that  under  tihe  "Animtl 
Contains  Disease-s  Act"  there  is  no 
provwlon      for      slaughtering     cattle, 
other  than   that  ocmtained   in  section 
12.    namely:— 

"The  Goverrtdr-in-counctil  miay, 
from  time  tw  time,  cause  to  bo 
slaughtered  animals  aufl'eriug  fiwn 
infections  or  coDtagioiw?  dkseaae.  and 
animalA  which  are  or  have  l>een  in 
contact  with  or  close  pro.vim:lty  to 
a  disinsed  animal  or  to  an  animal 
suspected  of  being  affeoted  by  infect- 
ed or  contagious  disease." 

Having  in  every  instance  In  which 
exijoried  animals  have  been  re 
ported  Trom  (Canadian  fiteamshlps 
at  Britiijth  i>orta,  as  being  af- 
fected by  an  alleged  conta- 
gious disense  said  to  be  pleuro-pneu- 
monia  contagiosa,  either  personally 
or  through  orlier  qimlifled  in.si)ectors, 
had  careful  clinical  examinations  of 
the  conrtact  herds,  to  wliiicli  they 
were  traced,  made,  and  finding  no  in- 
ff-ct!ous  nor  cou-tagious  disease,  nor 
animals  which  had  been  in  oontuot 
with  or  close  prn.vimity  to  diseased 
aniowlB.  nor  to  nnlmalft  suspected  of 
being  affect<»d  by  iBfectious  or  con- 
tagl»u»  jdlsease,  I  oo«ldi  find  no  ]u»ti- 


flcatlKm'  To/v  Rih/iaUng  th';?  Mlnlater  to 
ti'.ke  5ia  order  f5or  the  »HiughteTlUg 
of  fitly  aitimals. 

And  fnrtiheTraore,  liaving  examined 
portions  of  the  limgs  of  the  niilmals 
aaitl  to  havp  'been  affected  by  conta- 
gious plenro-nneuinonla,  I  am  con- 
vinced that  such  naming  wa?  an  er- 
ror, and  tliat  live  drtseoise  wliich  was 
found  in  the  animals  atfetited,  was  a 
non-contagious  pnvumonln.  I  was 
also  awarw'  that  in  no  Instance  has 
the  disease  discovered  at  British 
ports  in  Canadian  cattle  spread  to 
oDier  caitle,  as  contagions  pleuro- 
pnenmonia  is  well  known  to  do. 

For  these  reasons  I  ("oulid  not  re- 
roni'iiend  the  slaugliiter  of  healthy 
t.a.ltle  and  If  I  had  been  ordered  by 
the  Minister  acting  under  Order-In-; 
ConneiH  to  do  so,  I  ^^honld  have  been, 
at  a  lo(i;s  to  know  whose  herds  to 
Rlaugliter.  as  a,  shipment  of  cattle 
might  be  collei:te«l  from  150  farms, 
scattered  over  a  large  area  of  couo- 
trv. 

Besides,  ir.  would  not  be  necessary 
for  any  one  to  suggest  an  action  of 
tills  kind.  If  the  sllghtt»t  grounds  of 
(suspiici»n  existed.  We  should  have' 
followed  our  usual  practice  in  such 
eases,  and  tested  the  herd  by  i>ost- 
nwnrtora  examinatlion. 

An  to  the  reasoDis  why  ■w'c  do  not 
slauglrter  cattle  rejected  at  inspec- 
tion, the  answer  ia  to  the  same  ef- 
fect, namely,  no  suBpiclon  of  infec- 
tion. Near'ly  all  the  rejected  animals 
arc  lamed  or  bruised,  unfit  to  ship, 
occasionally  a  very  old.  worthle«B 
cow,  cases  of  toig-jaw,  and  now  and 
again  a  tuberculous  animal.  But 
the  greiiter  part  of  the  detfUoed  ani- 
mals had  suffered  merely  Irora  fa- 
tigue or  injuries  en  route,  and  were 
Aasse<l  and  sent  on  by  a  larter  steam- 
er. Big-Jawed  or  tubercnlous  ani- 
mals are  not  knowingly  allowed  t« 
go  forw.iTd. 

To  carry  out  the  suggestions  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  In  this  c<»ti- 
necition  would  not  only  go  beyortd 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  but  would 
lead  to  serious  res^poisibility  in  un- 
neces-sarily  destroying  liot  ■only 
herds  of  cattle,  but  mining  the  farm- 
ers whose  herds  would  be  thus  ar-. 
bitrafily  selected  for  extermination,  ' 
end  I  should  not  know  where  to 
bos'n. 

1  have  the  honor  to  'be,  sir, 

Your  obedient  servant. 

D.  McEACHRAN. 
JOHN  LOWE. 

Deputy  Minister  of  AgTicul*ur©. 
Ott«,w& 
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UrPICIBNOT  •  OP    TtfB    QffiAXOTf»B. 

Cattle  qwiramtinos-bav©  toeen  cs- 
tal>lte(hed  nt  Hadlfajc,  N.  «.;  St.  John, 
N.  B,;  PoUnt  Lt-rls,  P.  Q.;  Sarnia, 
Unt.;  WIiKteor,  Ont.;  Rmersoiii,  Man.; 
Gretna.  Man.,  at  various  poUnts 
ulon^'  tlie  fi-ontJtT,  iiu?  North-west 
Territories,  aiwl  British  €oh»mbia. 
All  aniniats  before  being  allowed 
free  movement  in  Caiiailaihave  toun- 
der;co  ninety  daya'  clo^e  quarantine, 
and  all  eettlers'  cattle  are  swbleeted 
to  tu1)eretiliu  tost  before  being  allow- 
ixl  to  leave  tbo  (luarantlne. 

The  TrovlnrtUil  (luarantlnes  are 
superintended  by  qualified  veterinar- 
ians acting  under  the  snpwviaion  of 
the  Chief  InsiMK-tor,  who  receives  all 
instnic-tlona  tmm  the  Minister  of 
Agd<^ulture,  who  is  the  rosponeiljle 
head.  In  iihe  sparaely  settled  dis- 
tri<,>ts  of  Manitcl^i  and  the  North- 
west Twritories,  the  quarantine  is 
cn.rrlwl  out  by  veterinary  officers  of 
the  North-wt'st  Mounted  I'ollte,  a 
spocial  otficer  being  employed  In 
tl!e  ranclring  district  of  Alberta,  ap- 
poiutixl  by  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture. 

TlH}  Milk  Rlvor  qnarantine,  south 
of  .M.TcIjeod,  in  conducted  by  a  .spe- 
ei'al  detachment  of  police,  as  well 
as  that  at  Coutfrs,  south  of  Leth- 
bridiie. 

The  police  patrol  the  boundary  line, 
and  no  cattle  can  come  into  Canada 
there  without  (luarautine. 

The  regulations  of  the  <iattle  quar- 
antines tliroughout  Canada  are  en- 
forcwl  Willi  a  tlmrouglmess  which 
has  not  only  e-itablisheHl  confldcmce 
In  the  minds  of  tliose  wh."  have  look- 
ed Into  the  matter,  but  with  a  result 
that  leaves  no  room  for  doubt  on  the 
subject,  viz.,  tliat  notwithstanrting 
the  existence  for  years  of  ro"ti!j!ous 
disease  in  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain,  with  both  of  which 
countries  we  have  had  intimate 
commercial  relations^  none  of  these 
comtaglouis  dlseasos  have  been  intro- 
duoed  to  Canadian  herds,  and  to-day 
we  are  in  the  itrowd  position  of  being 
able  to  say  without  fear  of  ooutra- 
diictl'on.  Canada  from  ocean  to  ocean 
in  free  froni  contagious  disease  in 
cattle,  and  more,  such  is  the  efScien- 
cy  of  the  quarantine  sysfera  that  it 
will  be  impossible  for  such  diseases 
ntow    to   be   introducod. 

The  accusation  that  Canadian  cattle 
have  been  scheduled  because  of  an  in- 
iidequate  inspootlon  and  quarantine 
of  United  States  cattle  at  Canadian 
frontier  ports  is  sufficiently  disproved 
by  two  well-known  facts:— F>rst,  that 
DO  contagion  to  Canadian  herds  has 
ever  resnltcd  from  thte  in  trani^u 
trade  ia  American  cattle;  and  second- 


.riroe  Its  jiroblbltion  of  topo<rtftt1(n>  of 
live  cattle  ngaimit  all  countries.  If 
Caioda  was  blainieable  for  negligence 
In  enforc'ng  quarantine  regulations, 
this  country  alone  would  have  been 
scheduled. 

THE  BRITISH  P^ARD  OP  AGRI- 
OULTURR  TO  THE  CANADIAN 
MINISTER   OF   AGRICULTURE. 

FALSE    CHARGES     AHSOLUTELT     RE- 
FUTED. 

Indeed,  the  charge  of  earelessneras 
anid  bad  faith  upon  the  piart  of  the 
Canadian  Government  so  freely  made 
by  cevTtaln  parties  has  been  for  poli- 
tical effect  only.  No  one  can  doubt 
this  In  the  face  of  the  evldeme  given 
below.  The  whole  matter  of  the  em- 
bargo is  hi  the  hands  of  the  British 
Board  of  Agriculturo,  and  when 
aisked  by  the  Qmad'ian  Minlirter  of 
Agriculture,  Hon.  W.  H.  Montague,  in 
an  intwview  a  few  weeks  ago,  whe- 
ther they  had  any  fault  to  find  with 
the  manner  in  whi<.'h  the  Canadian 
Government  had  canied  out  their 
part  of  the  arrangement,  the  follow- 
ing stntements  Avere  made  in  answer 
iu  a  letter  dated  April  Ist,  18B(),  eign- 
od  by  Airthur  W.  Antitruthei's.  Setrc- 
tary.  at  the  Instance •nud  dictation  of 
the  Right  Honon-alilo  Walter  Long, 
President  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture :— 

"(1)  With  reference  to  the  enquiries 
"which  we're  made  by  you  in  the 
"cowrse  of  yoirr  interview  with  Mr. 
"Ixmg  cm  the  subject  of  the  importa- 
"tion  of  Canadian  cattle  into  the 
"United  Kingdom,  Mr.  Long  desires 
"mo  to  say  that  the  Board  have  no 
"reason  to  believe  that  the  airange- 
"ments  under  wliich  cattle  from  the 
"United  States  have  been  allowed  to 
"I.as8  through  Canada  from  the  west 
"tc  east  in  transit  from  one  United 
"States'  port  to  another  after  inspec- 
"tlon  and  subjetit  to  conditions  for 
"Uie  purpose  of  securing  the  strict 
"isolation  cf  the  aniraaJB  has  failed 
"to  accomplish  the  purpose  for  which 
"it  was  devised. 

"(2)  So  far  as  the  Boar^  are  in  « 
"position  to  .iiKlge,  the  special  pro- 
"vision  for  the  transit  of  the  animals 
"In  bond,  whi^^h  was  Insertctl  in  the 
"order  of  the  23ixl  of  April,  1880, 
"with  the  full  concurrence  of  the 
"Privy  Council,  has  worked  satisfae- 
"toilly,  and  the  Board  are  not  awnre 
"tihat  any  reas<»nal>le  cause  for  (H>in- 
"plaint  has  ever  existed  with  respect 
"to  it." 

In  tlie  face  of  this  testimony  of 
Mr.  Long,  it  t»eed  not  be  remarked, 
liow,a««)7  tttJ^ecie  charges  Xall  to  tbei 
sroQild. 
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